FTHES IS WAR

When I read about what Maori radicals are up to now, as soon as the Queen was buried, it hit me again that we
are in a war for New Zealand.

What's worrying is that most Kiwis don't realise this. They are blas¢, touting ‘what will be will be’

This is one of the reasons I want to tour New Zealand with a stop co-governance road show. I want to raise
public awareness of the seriousness of the issues we are facing here, and in doing so, create a massive ground
swell against co-governance.

A lot of people saw the radical Maori desire for a written constitution coming - that is to say, Maori seizing upon
the Queen’s death as an opportunity to end the monarchy, and change New Zealand into a Republic. At the
moment our constitution is unwritten.

What does this mean?
As I understand it, Maori want to change our unwritten constitution so that instead of Government Acts having
the final say about what goes on in New Zealand, they want Judges to be able to =

overrule Government Acts and MPs.

In this way Maori radicals will then appoint the Judges who will further the co-
governance agenda, and their goal to takeover New Zealand.

But is my understanding accurate?

The best explanation I have read to date was written by constitutional and Treaty
expert, and a former law lecturer at the University of Canterbury, David Round

(right)

Below is what David had to say. I will comment on what David is saying by typing
in red

“Almost from the moment the Queen’s death was announced, opportunists proclaimed New Zealand needs to
cut ties with Britain, reject the Monarchy, and become a Republic.

Even Members of Parliament condemned the Monarchy at the first opportunity - in spite of swearing an oath
of allegiance to our Sovereign: “I, ..., swear that I will be faithful and bear true allegiance to Her Majesty Queen
Elizabeth the Second, Her heirs and successors, according to law. So help me God.”

During the special debate in Parliament honouring the Queen, Green Party co-leader Marama Davidson
condemned the Monarchy’s ‘colonial and imperial agenda”, claiming, “We cannot ignore the oppression of Maori
as very real and continuing.”

In previous blogs, I have covered the issue of Maori banging on about how terrible colonialism was for them.



The exact opposite is true, so Marama Davidson (right) is simply lying.
Her rhetoric is nothing more than spin to try and win the sympathy of
the public, so that in turn they will join in with the radical Maori cause,
which is the complete takeover of New Zealand.

She also used the opportunity to reveal, “The work to decolonise and re-
indigenise this land continues”, with a new constitution and a Maori justice
system, identified as key parts of that strategy.

Once again, she doesn’t define what ‘decolonise’ or ‘re-indigenise’ mean.
She would not dare to define these terms because she would have nothing
to say which sounds reasonable, sane, and factually accurate.

Again, this is just spin. She wants the public reading her statements to feel
guilty about something, as though they have done something wrong, but not knowing what exactly.

In turn, Maori radicals hope that the public, in feeling guilty, and even sorry for Maori, will jump on board
with their cause. This is a deliberate strategy that radical Maori use often - make people feel guilty, don’t
define terms, keep things vague and foggy, so as to confuse the reader.

The classic example of this tactic was seen when ‘the principles of the Treaty’ were introduced. No one can
define what they are, which is how Maori want it. This way, they can make them mean anything they want,
whenever they want.

The Maori Party co-leader Rawiri Waititi claimed, “The British Empire and the power of its monarchy was built of
stolen whenua, stolen resources, and stolen taonga.”

Waititi is not the sharpest pencil in the box, as this comment by him illustrates. It’s obvious he is history
ignorant and is just mouthing off, trying to sound authoritative, but really he is displaying his ignorance.

In previous blogs, I have written about how the British could have, quite legally, come to New Zealand and
wiped out the Maori. This is what the French would have done if they had arrived here first. As you know, the
British were overwhelmingly kind and benevolent towards Maori, hence the Treaty. When Waititi speaks, just
take it for granted that it’s BS.

And Nanaia Mahuta used the opportunity to push her ‘partnership’ fabrication: “The Queen represented the
embodiment of the Crown as partner reflected in the Treaty of Waitangi.”

Once again, this is a grand display of history ignorance. In a previous
blog, I went over the 3 Articles of the Treaty, one Article at a time, to
show how it could not possibly be interpreted as a partnership. I am
certain that Mahuta has not read the Treaty. She can’t have read it,
otherwise she would not make such stupid comments about it.

“There is one other enormous and overwhelming reason, why we must
cling to King Charles. The reason is simply this ~ that if the monarchy
were to be abolished, that abolition would undoubtedly be the pretext for
introducing the ‘principles’ of the Treaty of Waitangi into our fundamental
law.




By ‘fundamental law’ David means rule book for making laws in New Zealand.

The principles, of course, are a blank cheque. The latest announcement from the Waitangi Tribunal is that they
require ‘co-governance’ ~ in other words, an end to democracy and racial equality.

What David says is 100% correct, of course. But the thing we have to know (and memorise if possible) is the
Treaty itself. For Maori radicals always always appeal to the Treaty to justify whatever action they want to
take. The Treaty, as I have shown in previous blogs, does not in any way shape or form, support either the
idea of co-governance or partnership. The Tribunal simply makes these announcements thinking that no one
will challenge them. My question is this - where are the MPs who are shouting it from the rooftops, challenging
Maori activists about their ridiculous claims?

Thats not what they meant even a few years ago ~ and for all we know, we may discover a few years down the
track that the ‘principles’ require complete Maori control of our country. That is, after all, what some radicals are
saying right now...

This is what I was saying earlier. Activists have deliberately made the principles of the Treaty undefinable just
so that they can make them mean whatever they want them to mean.

Activists presume that no one will fact check the Treaty for themselves,

to see if it endorses co-governance and partnership.

“And once we had the Treaty in our constitution, we would be sunk. No
matter how mild the references to the Treaty might be, we can be certain
that they would be used, not just by politicians but by politically activist
judges in the courts, to impose apartheid on us for ever.

This is the great danger. We must foresee where this is going, this
maneuvering from Monarchy to Republic, to stop it now before it gets
going. If we are lazy and apathetic, having a blasé attitude to what
Maori are up to, they will win this war, and New Zealand will be the
Zimbabwe of the South Pacific in no time.

Even without such a provision, our previous chief justice, the

unlamented Sian Elias, raised the possibility that judges were entitled to ignore Acts of Parliament which did not
comply with her own radical interpretation of Treaty principles, and there is no doubt that several decisions of
the courts have already done just that.

Can you see what is happening here? The Labour government appointed (via the Governor General) the chief
justice Elias, and her successor, simply because she would push and promote the radical Maori agenda. Then
comes the appointment of judges who ‘align’ with the Maori agenda. And so the downward slide towards the
takeover of New Zealand.

But whatever we have in a constitution will be interpreted and applied by courts, and against the judgment of the
highest of those courts there is no appeal.

What David is saying here is that if Maori get their hands on the constitution, they can manipulate it so that
Maori-agenda-friendly judges can be appointed by Maori activists. The next step is to set things up so that the
courts can make decisions which can overrule parliament. The final step is to not allow appeals to decisions of
the courts. In other words, a dictatorship, where all power is put in the hands of judges, and all power is taken
away from the people.



And even if a parliament far braver than today’s pack of racists, incompetents and cowards were to say ‘No,
that is not what we meant’, the judges would simply reply that parliament was breaching the constitution ~ was
behaving unconstitutionally, and illegally ~ in saying that.

What David is saying here is that if radical Maori can get their hands on the constitution, which is the rule
book about how rules are made and played out, they can rig it so that they have the final say about what goes /
what does not go on in New Zealand. They will have ultimate power. At that point the coup will be complete.

Even now, the law is not what parliament says, it is what judges say parliament says.

In a fully functioning democracy, Parliament makes laws, and everyone at every level of society has to obey
them. By voting them into power, we gave them the authority they needed to do this.

However, our democracy in New Zealand is under attack, and has been weakened. David is saying that judges
are now ‘interpreting’ what Parliament has said, and in doing this, they can put their spin / interpretation on
laws, manipulating them so that they mean whatever they want them to mean. Radical Maori have done this
all along. Just look how they have interpreted the Treaty of Waitangi as a partnership.

Once we get a written constitution, a higher law which binds parliament itself, there will be no stopping judges as
they interpret it as they please”

What must we do? We must fight to the death to stop radical Maori getting anywhere near the constitution.
If they can get their hands on this, and manipulate it, then the New Zealand as we have known it, will be no
more.

Dr Muriel Newman summarises the situation nicely when she says:
“David is absolutely right.

Under our present constitutional arrangements, the ultimate law-making power
rests in Parliament - and, through our elected representatives, voters. That has
been our democratic strength as it continues to remind our law makers that they
are answerable to the people. Those calling for a new “written” constitution want
to transfer that ultimate law-making power from voters, to unelected judges —
who cannot be sacked.

If we want to preserve what little democracy we have left, any attempt to replace _
our present “unwritten” constitution, must be firmly rejected.

Right now, iwi leaders are scheming over how best to introduce a Treaty-based constitution without alarming the
public. If we are to counter this grave threat to New Zealand, we must ensure other Kiwis become aware of the
dangers a new constitution represents. Imagine just how much worse it would be if Judges held the ultimate law-
making power through a new constitution, that usurped the authority of Parliament.

Worse, with Maori supremacists determined to enshrine the Treaty of Waitangi in any new constitution, New
Zealand would be turned into an apartheid society, where race would determine whether we are part of a privileged
ruling class or are relegated to second-class status.

Anyone pressing for constitutional change in this political climate, no matter what their intentions, would be opening
up the country to capture by separatists. There are no two ways about it - a new constitution would lead to Judge-led



tribal rule.

This is chilling. “Iwi leaders are scheming.”

[

We must must must do public meetings over
the country to raise awareness. Radical
Maori are relying on public apathy to get
them across the line.

ARE
We can’t let this happen without a Mt Everest
size fight.

This is war.

Are you in or out? To win this war, we need to have absolutely everyone in, and active.



